Cineaate 6/0/92 

200 Park Ave. , 

New York, NY 10003 

Dear ^ineaate, 

I regret that someone up there apparently preferred anonymity because I'd like to 
express personal thanks for sending me you current issue. I enjoyed it as neither you* 
nor any of your mavens can appreciate and Imalcome it as an outstanding contribution to 
the file I am collecting fotf the historical record, this parf relating to Oliver Stone's 
vulgar and unhidden commercialism and exploitation of the JIK assassination. 

It would be difficult if not impossible to equal the space devoted to uncritical 
adulation and to mythologies believed to be and treated as fact when they are not. 

Consistent with this your mavens have no contact with reality, Th^ write about what 
they imagine and once having imagined alchemize into fact. What is not true thus 
becomes important if not basic in what they write and you published uncritically, and 
they are supported in this by the other nuts who are their authorities, all living and 
thriving and praising or condemning from their tooth-fairy dream world. 

Most of all, I think, I enjoyed u liver Stone's flaunting of his own ignorance and 
prejudices along with his providing new proof of what I told him, that like Garrison he 
has trouble telling the truth even by accident* 

The questions you asked him (and Rusooni) would not do credit to an apprentice high- 
school journalist# Your question about me is of this character and quality. It begins 
with a presumption that is tfot only untrue, it is the opposite of the truth, that my 
opposition to Stone's rewriting of our history and of Garrison's is because I allegedly 
"feel" that my "tnrf has been invaded by an outsider. 7 Naturally Stone took your lead and 
responded, "...here I am makihg a film about Garrison's story instead of his own." He 
introduces this bji saying, "Weisberg has never been constructive." As he rewrote our taut 
history, he does the same with the meaning of words# 

I first vrote Stone - and you are welcome to copies of the correspondence if you want 
it, as from your adulation I think you will not - February 8,1991, after reading^Siet ^ that 
he had announced that he would be filming their history for the people, tolling them "who" 
hilled their President, "why" and "how." Despite his being forced to moderate this big 

J . / / 

claim after exposure began and before those he suspected might .credit it, when he pretended 

_ " 1 

in varying formulations that he had never said any -Ah such -thing. And then he said he would 
do this based on Garrison's "On the trail of the Assassins," 

l»ike most others I was impressed by Garrison and believed that his excesses and his 
endless self-contradictions as heoddressed every microphone, open pad and sycophantic 
magazine were as he represented, his fighting of fire with fire, (i did not, as a tone 
says, ask him to write the "foreword, 11 not the "prologue," as &tone says, to my Oswald An 
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New Qrle.tvns * The published^ did that, without my knowledge, and it delayed the book 
because of the time it took Garrison to write those seven eloquent pages,) But a few days 
after the 1968 election and a few before the fifth annversary of the JFK assassination I 
had to face The Garrison rel^lty* 

Two of his staff members closest to him and most deeply involved in what, for lack 
of an appropriate word for his shenanigans) I * 11 err in calling his "investigation" asked 
me to try to do what they had failed to do, pfbevent his planned commemoration of that 


fifth anniversary with what would have been an additional nation "'die^gi'ace and additional 

under m i n i n g of all legitimate criticism of the official JFK assassination mythology* 

^tone told yAu of what I wrote him/'l could never understahd the basis of his 

problems with Garrison*" I did not write ^tone about an 3 T~o£S§Talleged "probeSms with 

Garrison*" I wrote him in detail and with documentation, offering more and to answer 

all his questions, to let him know what he might be doing with his own reputation and 
Ql OttilA VA .auJ % 

to an undestanding of what really happSrrady or our history* In the hope that you have 

the language facility of pre-high sjjfcool kids that if we believe ^tono he does not, I'll 

tell you what I told him* And if you also cannot understand it, irfll ask a locai high- 

schooler to put it in£ and word$of that age.^^n^At- 

After considerable internal and secret contention, Garrison's staff, led by Jim 

Alcock, later a judge, had gotten him to reduce the number of Grassy ^noll assassins 

he was about to name and charge for that fifth anniversary commemoration to two men# 

One wqs Edgar Eugene Bradley, west-coast representative of the ultra Cape May, New Jersey 

radio preached the Rev* Carl Mclntire. The other was Robert Lee Perrin* 

fAiO- ^ 

T^e exclusive basis for makp an assassin of Bradley was arrison's mis- identification 
of him, along with innumerable other mi sidentifi cations of him and the other two men in 
those utterly irrelevant photographs known as "the tramp pictures*" So my first investi- 
gative effort was to establish the truth about them* It has since been confirmed by the 
disclosed Dallas police records. Two still live, have been found and identified themselves 
in thos^pictures* They were boozing in a parlo^railrg/Sd boxcar a block west of the scene 
of the assassination and two and a half blocks south of it. They were walked off the only 
wadj possible, an hour and a half after the shooting, in front of the Texas School ^ook 
Depository building* There news photographers were snapping pictures of everything that 
tami moved* In an effort to show the lack of any possible relevance when these fictions 
first got invented and as they varied, all regarded by garrison and those 'Jio oohed and 
ahefd at his feet ad the absolute and unquestionable truth, I got nonsensical exp^larhions* 
Not that anyone had alleged that the CIA had guns that shoot around comers and 

sights that make it possible. Thd closest thing to an explanation of what assassins were 
doing hanging around in a cul de sac an hour and a half after their crime, is that they 
were "paymasters!" 

While I am confident from reading your articles that there is nothing flarthur from 
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your mind oSf interest , I hqve a carbon copy of iby investigative report that did prevent 
that additional Garrison national disgrace and you are welcome to read it# 

Stone, by the way, persisted in claiming that those pictures were and remained 
relevant after he learned the truth he did not question# Of such do Oscars come# 

Hobert lee Perrin had killed himself in New Orleans, on Garrison's tijuf, in 196.2# 
Garrison knew this# I have a copy of his copy of the report of his staff investigator 
informing him of it# It is marked up by U arrison himself# 

How how did I get that and some of the other evidence? 

Garrison's own investigators did my leg work and his chief investigator assigned 
them to it# His staff lawyer who asked my help provided the copies of the existing records 
I needed. Of them this reflection of Garrison s knowledge is one document# 

So# liow was Garrison going to charge a man dead 15 months with being a JFK assassin? 

Ho trick at all for the endlessly imaginative Garrison# As with all else, he just made 
it up, as I cautioned ^tone, who was basing his movie and vesting his personal and pro- 
fessional reputation on ^arrison# (l S'fvrv 'yvxn^ 

Perrin, in Garrison's mythology, lived under the alias "Starr" as a free-lance 
writer while a Venezuelan seaman was off eft by the conspirators, aflfc awork 15 months 
before the JFK assassination, and buried with Perrin's name# 

Garrison abandonned his (ughl) "commemqiation" and fired an innocent man whose real 
crime was uncritical devotion to^ him,^4aliJ^ him for being a CIA operative who had 
"penetrated" his staff to wreck his investigation# fi>1 his, too, is fiction#"Bill Boxley,2 
whose real name was "Wood," had been hired by fiarrison personally, over strong staff 
objections, and was paid from private funds# /j^e was not a city employee*.^ , 
^n the hope that unlike ^^one, or at least unlike what he told you, you can "under- 
stand" this, I move on# 

Stone said, "Weisberg has never been constructive," hardly a fair representation of 
giving him an accurate advance warning of what he was getting £into, and, of me, "I don't 
think he is a very generous man# I think he is a petty man.y&o, this warning, only part of 
rim what I alerted him to# was "petty#" 

As the result of about a dozen ^reedom of Information lawsuit*, some precedental and 

one leading to the 1974 amending of the Act to open FBI, CIA and similar agency files to 

FOIA requests (how could anything be less "constructive," huh?) I've obtained about a 

third of a qdllion pages once-withheld records# Most of them are ta the JFK assassina- 

tion#/&s just about everyone working in the field knows, I do not regard theese records 

as personal property, do believe that the Act makes me surrogate for the people, and V 

have always made them available to others writing in the fill'd# *Wt 9 ^ know in advance, 

will write what I do not believe# Maybe this is what Sii© had in m4,& when he described 
vt ^u| y uo * c\Mf _ , - 

me to you as) ^ f a strange and cranky type#" Because of my age#, I'm nott/79# and serious 

hel^th problems that limit my mobility, in practise those who use my files do so without 
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supervision* They Eaxra~also have unrestricted and unsupervised use of my copier* 

Because with the advent of my illnesses I was less able I decided that to the degree 
possible I would keep for our history as complete and accurafe a record as possible of 
what others wrote and produced* Thus I have a separate file of all the^B^^ho had free 
and unsupervised access to my records for the 25th HFK assasination anniversary* Y 0 u are 
welcome of examine it and see for yourself* Not that what you publish prompts the belief 
truth or reality hold any appeal to youi 

Another of Stone criticisms of me is a remarkable disclosure of his own approach to 

truth and reality, to his devotion to fiction like the fiction with which he is enriching 

*1 f 


hime^bwf about the JFK assassination; 

"Bj^t I have never seen him propose an alternative scenario or even start to have an 
interest in one* 11 

Weflil, now, he certainly knew I had a great interest in oq£e "scenario," his! He 
knows vert[ well , although by his lies he converted it ir^an asset, tbit it was not the 
CIA, as he said on innumerable occasions, noijiiis hundreds of "fecipied reporters," not 
even "The Establishment" that began the criticism of the fraud and the travesty he 
produced* As he knows very well, I did it and he knows why, 

To Stone as to his sycophant like you, history, fact, scholarship, investigation, 
ahalysis, requires only a "scenario*" ^t all has to be imagined* 

In order to report the fact and the truth about the assassination of their President 
to the people in my books I had to have a "scenario?" One different thatvhis or garrison's 
or th 4 Warren Commission's? /h ^ ^ 

If Stone like his claque and hero wefe not subject-matter ignoramuses they^know and 
would have reported the documents I got by FOIA litigation that leave it without question 
that the cime itself was never investigated and never intended to be* ^Be my guest if you 
dou&t this*) As a result there are no legitimate, factual leads to be followed* 

So, if one has any concern for fact, for truth, for history, for informing the 
people truthfully and accurately, one has to make it all up and like Hone describe it 
as real, a3 true and factual? 

If not accepting this gruefisoae concept of how representative society works, me f tkH 

issues. 


of the responsibilities those of us who undef^take to inform the people about 
makes me "strange and guilty,* I enthusiastically plead ^uiity! 

(Resumed later. My apologies for my typing. It can^b be any better. I have to sit 
with my legs elevated, the typewriter to the side. With impaired vision for hunt-and- 
plick typing.) 

Stone now claims he could not understand what I wrote him. He knew it was about 

Garrison, on whose book he was basing the movie he did not start to shoot for ahother 

w 

two months. I told him that from personal knowldge I knew that book was a fRhud and a 
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travesty.'* I am confident thoje words Stone can understand. Aid rather than asking w fqr 
any more information, of which had plenty, or documentation, again an abundance, or af&r 
question at all, he was silent.^^s to this dajr^nvo for- Ills flunkle3. 

Stone several times referred to me as a thief because I had his script. It was given 
to me. If I 'dented to steal it, that would have been a physical impossibility. % source 
did not steal it. And a^I ' m sure you know, Stone had to give many copies away to get his 
"fraud and travesty" started. Tha^s where the script I was given comes from. 

After I read the script, and was really shock/by it, by the gross ignorance of both 
Stone and Sklar where Sklar is supposed to be an expert, when Stone cared so little about 
trashing our history and the people's minds, was so unconcerned about making a hero out of 
a tragic charlatan, I gave the script and access to my records relating to what I'd written 
Stone about to George Lardner, Washington Post reporter I've known for 25 years, an accurate 
Misinformed reporter. His story was accurate. It was read and picked up extensively. x t is 
the beginning of the eXposufe of the crass exploitation and commercialization of that 
tragedy. Not^fche Not 4<r5fecipied'| reporters. Not d'he Establishment. A single man, 

70 yearB old\hen and outraged a/S^/Contempt for all things decent and for the people 
who make him ric,h and famous, so great a contempt he proceeded with what he had been 
told is a fraudulent bookj^One possible explanation is what he told F^tcher Prouty, hiB 
"Mr.X." Prouty repeated it in a letters Stone was using the JFK assassination as a vehicle 

for what he wanted to say about Viet Nam. *■ 

Stone's response to Gardner 1 s story was published by the Post last June 2. As usual}, 
he wqs full^ of the nutty theories, insisting even on the relevance of thoAe "tramps" when 
they wore~^i7 relevant to nothing at all. I wrote him the next day calling his errors to 
his attention# 

To that letter Ruscdni responded. Her letter of Jjune 17 wan eight 'days getting into 
the mail, I presume until Stone CKed it. It was a snotty letter and it was a thinly- 
disguised invitation to be bribed. Stone says I wanted him to do his movie about me. I 
suppose this is merely another proof that there is nothing toe- dishonest, to* cheap and 
abandoned when he is started on one of his projects. I# any event, what I wrote him 
through his Rusconi is the exact opposite of what he told you. 

After telling her that we#e could still have unsupervised access to all my FOIA 
records I responded to their solicitation to be bribed in these words: "She last thing 
I want is any kind of relationship with the obscenity of which you are part." 

For all his professed lack of understanding, I am certain Stone understood that. 

So what did he do, this man you fawn over so? He told the press that I was helping him! 

Hlar 1 " repeated the same lie. 

And when I wtote him asking him to stop doing that, Stone was not man enough to 
reply to that either# 

After Stond finished his film and was promoting it he was on Nightline. There and 
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elsewhere it was apparent that even after making his movie he was still ignorant about 
the £asi of the JHC assassination. He was interested only in the untenable theories. 

Those he consulted were these theoreticians not one of whom is a dependable subject 
expert, an authenttcVexpert# 

Before the Nightline show was aired the satellite was live. Stone used thosejew 
.ninutes to ask Rusconi how he should reply to simple Afijaal questions 
tion. like, "Quic», G(uic& what do I say about the head shot?" the fatal injru he yiie 
so much about. The satellite was taped. I have a transcript, given to me, not stolen. 

There is no point in taking any more time to let you know how utterly ridiculous 
you are to those who do not substitute* their and the wild ravings of others for fact, 
but you really did print a bunch of childish crap from supposed experts who don/t know 

or care a dg^ied t i’fng ab^ut fact of truth. 

Stone is a hero to sycophants like you. To me he is a contemptible liar, a man who 
while professing his love for JK was crapping on his corpse by his crude and crass com. 
mercialization of his assassination. He is a l£r, regularly. And he is yellow. He did 
not dare face an aged and inf«m man and instil uses captive mouthpieces like you to 

slur and lie about sm#. He ^ ^ ' 

That there were so many like you, editors who shed all editorial responsibility, 

made no effort to check anything and repeated so often the palpablj} false and irrational, 
is your own self-charaoterization# 

tly although yo»<* have no way of knowing it fro. those eubJ.ot-»tt.r Won— 

stone and his "re.earch coordinator," 1. an In-d.pth otudy/.f both «h. aa, M ain. 
tlon and the failure of all our baalo Institutions then and since. 

So I welcome your contribution to the record l||lieave for history, for those who 
•or. than pimp and whore In their writings and "research," so that a»ricone in the 
future will know who lied and about what, who foiled the. enriching th,„elve, at the 
.a., time, who careen fact, not in oft-repeated word, that ere no .oro true than lev. 

in the mouth of a whore. 

With wholehearted coate.pt and disgust for your "iournalio., " ' 

Harold Vleisborg 



